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DETAILED ACTION 
Continued Examination Under 37 CFR 1.114 

1 . A request for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, including the fee set forth in 
37 CFR 1.17(e), was filed in this application after final rejection. Since this application is 
eligible for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, and the fee set forth in 37 CFR 1.17(e) 
has been timely paid, the finality of the previous Office action has been withdrawn pursuant to 
37 CFR 1.114. Applicant's submission filed on 9/16/2004 has been entered. 

Response to Amendment 

2. Claims 28-30, 32-33, and 42-60 as amended are still in consideration for this application. 

3. Examiner withdraws the obviousness rejection to Nadeau in view of Smyk and White 
and in further view of Horror for Office action filed 03/25/2004 due to applicant's 1.131 
affidavit. As a result, please see the new obviousness rejection below. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 112 

4. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 12: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly claiming the 
subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

5. Claims 28-30, 32, and 33 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, second paragraph, as being 
indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which 
applicant regards as the invention. For claim 28, the term "the communication server" on line 3 
lacks proper antecedent basis. Claims 29, 30, 32, and 33 are rejected for depending on the 
rejected parent claim. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 
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6. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

7. Claims 28-30, 32, 33, and 42-60 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over U.S. Patent No. 6,161,128 A to Smyk in view of U.S. Patent No. 6,185,565 Bl 
to Meubus et al ("Meubus"), and U.S. Patent No. 6,163,605 A to Horrer et al ("Horrer"). 

As such to claim 28, Smyk discloses in figure 2 a network server/communicating 
server as an Internet gateway 203 which is connected to a data network, e.g., Internet 
202. The Internet gateway 203 is further configured to communicate with a service 
control point 205 in a telephone network, see e.g., figure 3. 

Smyk is silent or deficient to the further limitations a subscriber profile database 
accessible by the SCP so as to provide telephonic routing information in response to a 
detected incoming telephone call to any of the plurality of destination addresses selected 
by the subscriber and at least one interactive screen display presentable to system users 
accessing the network server over the data network wherein the interactive displays are 
configured such that the system users may establish routing instructions for one or more 
routing addresses on at least one of: date and time of day of a connection is attempted 
with any of the plurality of destination addresses.. 

Meubus teaches the further recited limitation above with respect to date and time 
of day routing at e.g., column 7, lines 20-27. Horrer teaches the further recited limitation 
above with respect to a plurality of addresses at e.g., column 2, lines 5-10 and column 3, 
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lines 57-67 (also see figure 2). Meubus also teaches the further recited limitation above 
with respect to a subscriber database accessible by the SCP (e.g., the PSTN SLA 130) at 
e.g., column 2, lines 43-59 (i.e., see the Service Logic Controller 106). 

The proposed modification of the above-applied reference(s) necessary to arrive 
at the claimed subject matter would be to modify Smyk by teaching that date/time call 
forwarding is well known in the art, that a plurality of addresses are used with respect to 
call forwarding, and that a subscriber database is accessible to the SCP via the data 
network (i.e., Internet), 

As such, examiner notes that it would have been obvious to one skilled in the art 
prior to applicant's invention to include the limitations mentioned above. In particular, 
the motivation for modifying the reference or to combine the reference teachings with 
respect to date and time of day routing would be to provide additional features with 
respect to call forwarding for date and time of day a connection is attempted for the 
purpose or motivation of scheduling. In particular, Meubus cures the above-cited 
deficiency by providing a motivation found at e.g., column 7, lines 9-29. In addition, the 
motivation for modifying the reference or to combine the reference teachings for a 
plurality of addresses would be to motivated to represent a plurality of destination 
addresses with a single routing address for the purpose of eliminating the need for the 
user having to recall all the called parties addresses. In particular, Horrer teaches the 
above motivation at e.g., column 1, lines 53-54. Examiner furthermore notes a 
reasonable expectation level of success since the destination addresses can be grouped by 
the system (e.g., see column 2, lines 5-8). In addition, the motivation for modifying the 
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reference or to combine the reference teachings for a subscriber profile database 
accessible by the SCP so as to provide telephonic routing information in response to a 
detected any of a plurality of destination addresses would be to motivated to call someone 
on an IP network. Meubus teaches the above motivation at e.g., a shown in figure 1. In 
particular, Smyk and Horrer, teach modifying the database at the SCP (i.e., PSTN SLA). 
Smyk and Horrer are not clear on how the information in the SCP is used in routing a 
call. Smyk and Horrer also do not teach routing a call over an IP network such as the 
Internet. Meubus teaches both using an SCP to route the call and routing and call over 
the Internet. In particular, Meubus teaches in routing a call the SLC includes a user 
profile that contains information on how a call should be routed, see e.g., column 2, lines 
1-57. One skilled in the art would be motivated to make the above modification in order 
to increase reach-ability using disparate networks such as the Internet or a mobile 
network. In particular, Meubus teaches the above motivation e.g., column 1, lines 31-35. 
Examiner furthermore notes a reasonable expectation of success since Meubus discloses 
both that the SLC is updated over the Internet and that the SLAs (i.e., SCP) transfers or 
updates the SLC, see e.g., column 3, lines 1-25. Thus examiner notes that the updated 
information transferred to the SCP as taught by Smyk and Horrer is also transferred and 
used by the SLC as taught by Meubus. 

As to claim 29, Smyk disclose using web browsers, see e.g., Smyk column 5, lines 

47-63. 

As to claims 30 and 33, Horrer teaches that a RN is based on the syntax of the 
RN, see e.g., column 6, lines 15-29. In addition, Meubus teaches using various numbers 
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e.g., in column 2, lines 42-59. Smyk further teaches updating information via a web 
browser. 

As to claim 32, see at least column 3, lines 45-52 of Smyk. 

As to claims 42-43, see the rejection for claim 28. In particular, note that Meubus 
teaches using the SCP 130 to contact the SLC 106 through the PSTN gateway 126 for 
routing, see e.g., abstract and column 2, lines 43-57. 

As to claim 44, Smyk and Meubus both teach using the Internet, see e.g., figure 2 
of Smyk and figure 1 of Meubus. 

As to claim 45, Meubus teaches time/day routing, see e.g., column 2, lines 42-54, 
and column 7, lines 9-32 

As to claims 46, see the rejection for claim 30. 

As to claims 47 and 48, see the rejection for claim 45. 

As to claims 49, see e.g., column 6, lines 35-67 where location is based on the 
information provided in the cited passage. 

As to claim 50, see column 3, lines 9-24 of Meubus. Smyk further teaches that the 
profiles are accessed via a web browser. 

As to claims 51, see the rejection for claim 28. 

As to claims 52, see the rejection for claim 44. 

As to claims 53, see the rejection for claim 43. 

As to claims 54, see the rejection for claim 42. 

As to claims 55, see the rejection for claim 46. 

As to claims 56, see the rejection for claim 49. 
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As to claims 57, see the rejection for claim 28. In addition, Smyk teaches that the 
web server has built-in security support, see e.g., column 6, lines 1-7 such that that 
database is accessible to authorized subscribers. 

As to claims 58-60, see similar rejection to claim 28 in addition to claim 43. 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Derrick W. Ferris whose telephone number is (571) 272-3123. 
The examiner can normally be reached on M-F 9 A.M. - 4:30 P.M. E.S.T. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Chau Nguyen can be reached on (571) 272-3 126. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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